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Georg© Lardner 
Newsroom 
Washington Post 
1150 15 St., NW 
bash., D.C. 20005 

Dear Goorgo# 

Enclosed ia tho latest critical silliness from oo^oono calling himaolf "GED.” 

Like th© earlier ones I've received tills on© van mailed in ^enver. 

Since we a poke last I'vg obtained and begun to read and annotate Epstein's 

Docnuae X ara annotating and will bo making extensive notos ray progress will be 
slow. However# I have gone far enough to have no reluctance in apeaiduig without any 
hesitation or equivocation. 

*our eommoat# from what by then you'd read# in that he appears to have done his 
homowork well. Wot so. The few errors of fact, fact on which he builds his theorising# 
that X .cited to you fro* the condensation are characteriatio. 

Til© Digest and book are not identical on so-called fact. X might guess that a 
belated effort wno mads to rectify error in the Digest. As on when Oswald left 
England. Th© magazine switches to an entirely different source, one not availablo 
for chocking. But it ia also impossible. 

feeling t«iat I have to lot you know wliat X so when you h&ve expressed a different 
view and l know you arc doing a review or at least have had it assigned is awkward 
for me. bo you can ro—ezainiue my words if you so desire is why I write rathor than 
phone. It is not just about the omdoneaa of the error and its recurrence. 

There now io absolutely no doubt at all that this whole business will figure 
in at Least ouo lawsuit and will have tho possibility of a thorough airing. An It 
now looks tills is probably going to be when your review will be fresh in mny minds. 

1st am reluctant to carry this f&rthur or to be more specific because it may appear 
that X ua trying to lai'luence your review. 1 am not. If you write a favorable review 
X will be able to use it to ray personal benefit. 

Thero is no way X can. distinguish between this book and an official black book. 

If you can it is because you do not know what I know. 

While the text ia remarkably dishonest, aside from tho theorizing, tho so-called 
notes aro atrocities against decency. All of the writing is dirty and anglod in & way 
that abuse;: tho trust of the render, including those who may bo inclined to read 
critically. Too much detailed knowledge is required of oven the skeptical reader. 

Too much knowledge of what is omitted and ignored also is required# including the 
testimony of tho people he claims to cite. 

I'm sorry for the position in which I think you are. You aro not alone in this. 
With all the money headers has lavished on the project and all the help it has 

X can so© few not taking the book at face value. Reviewers will not even know which 
face to look Into, (if there are reviews I've not seen any. If you got copies I'd 
appreciate thaw for their historical Value. I feel confident the Times will go for 
this pseudo— scholarship) 

Meanwhile, if you think it would make a story for the Post to notch someone 
sy3to;uaticalIy stealing the garbage of a lawyer fco in handling many cases against 
the government# including the OlA and the FBI, 1st mo know. Please regard this as 
confidontiol except for possible story needs and purposes. 


Sincerely, 


